In our recent paper (Hume-Rothery & Wyllie 1943) on the structure of electrodeposited chromium, figures were given for the stress in electro-deposits prepared on steel strip. These figures were deduced by means of an equation given by Stoney (1909) for the relation between the radius of curvature of the steel strip and the stress in the deposit. According to Stoney the radius of curvature, of a strip of length l is related to the deflexion of the strip, by the equation R = l2/8z. In our work, we assumed th at if the strip were held at one end, during electro deposition, the deflexion was the movement of the free end. Actually, as can be seen from figure 1, if zi s the movement of the free end of the rod, then for deflexions R = Z 2/2z. If the deflexion is defined as the perpendicular distance from the mid-point of the rod to the chord of the circle joining its two ends, i.e. the distance y in figure 1, then the relation is R which is th F igure 1.
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The stresses given in figure 5 of our paper are thus all four times greater than they should be, and although the general conclusions are quite unaltered, the maximum stress is really only 27-5 tons/in.2, and not 110 tons/in.2 as was erroneously stated. This mistake was pointed out to us by Mr G. R. Gardam of the Research Depart ment, Woolwich, and we can only express our apologies for the confusion which may have been caused.
